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Name

City

267380

FACILITIES INSPECTION SECTION
IMSPECTION RLPORT FORM

of Company American Chemical Service Co Date 10-6-81

r

Griffiths County Lake Tclephone No.

Pernons Contacted

James Tarpo, President

Purpooc of Innpection . Routine

Producto chemicals

... of Employces_ 33 Rocaiving Strcam City

Source of water wells No. of outfnlla' none

Sewage dispooel City Waste flow _
Permit No. n’a ' Certified Opcrutor Tarpo .
Statuo: X Adequate Inadequate Undetermined=-Subind tted

Dy R. Cleaton

Deacedption of production, uanufacturing operationn, vaste trcatment facilitier,
liquid wastle dlspoenl, coolingz water additives, boilar treatuments, permit compliance.
Geneval remarks, comments, recoamondations, concluoions.

This was a routine inspection of the plant and its waste water disposal
practices. The Company still discharges through their pown private

sewer to the City sewerage collection system. It was reported that there
are still monor differences between the City and the Company concerning tV%
nature of the discharge but these are infrequent.

This inppection was proppted by a phone cal from EPA V. EPA is concerned
about the dumpéng of chemicals onto the ground in the past and present.
It has been years since I have made and inspection at this location and
was happy to see that an extensive cleanup has been accomplished. As to
the disposal of the drums of old chemicals I could gleam no information
other than to find out that they had been disposed of correctly through
the manifest system. I did not examine each an every manifest.

In past inspection reports of years ago I mentioned that the company
had diposed of drums of chemiclas on the property, covered them and in
the process crushed them. This area is now level and not evidence

of such dumping is visible. I was told that the lagoon for collection

.Qgrgafgﬁové§e£§daggrfgefgyhafggg;ég npw op that site: that the o0ld drums

cannot attest to that activity.
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Waling around the premises it was found that all - =

- r treatment activitie:

are excellent. No chemicals, water discharges we-= =Zound on the grounds
attesting to a past cleanup. At the North end of =:: proptery it was
observed a reddish water lying on the ground prozz= '-- from a recent

rain mixing with and’/or leaching past chemicals.

-~ was a small area
of less than 25 sq ft and appears to be minor.

No other problems were observed.
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RCRA INSPECTION REPORT - IRTERIM STETUS STANZARSS C--Sj
SUPPLEMENTAL FORM 5 FOR STORAGE FACILITY INSPECTIONS

]. General inftormztion

1) Facility Name: éZ%%h4;nA~ CZZb”qA;LéLAQZAHCC
3) Street: 9&70 SC(.ZPQ‘,,; Ave
2) City: M (D) Stete: oﬂi\ () 21P Code _Y/32/%

) Date of Inspection: Ahﬁyéb
, 2/

11. Storaoe Facility Siendzrds (Pert 2z63)

‘<
Y. 4" -ilities which store containers of hazardous waste {Subpzrt 1)
.4
YEs N0 NOT IN- REMARK £
sezCizh
1. Are containers in good condition? v
2. Are containers compatible with waste in them? V/
3. Are containers stored closed? v//
4. Are containers manzged to prevent leaks? \//
5. Are containefs inspected weekly for leaks and *//
defects?’
6. 1re ignitable & reactive westes store¢ 2t leest 15 V/ﬁ )
meters (50 feet) from the facility property line?
7. Are incompatible wastes stored in separaie conteiners? N
(1f not, the provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b) eppiy.) MR
8. Are conteiners of incompatible wastes sepereted or -
protected from each other physical barriers or fVA
sufficient distance?

.T) Facilities which store hazardous waste in tenks (Subpert J)
1

will not cause corrosion, leakage or prematare

hre tanks used to store only those wastes which v//
failure of the tank?

2. Do uncovered tanks have at least 60 cm (2 feet)
of freeboard, or dikes or other conta1nment kf%\
structures? :

Continued on next page
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Do continuous feed systems have a waste-feed cutoff?

b,

’,

xre wiste analyses done before the tanks &re used
to store a substantially different waste tnzn before?

w

Are required daily and weekly inspections done?

Are reactive & ignitsble wastes in tanks protectec
or rendered non-reactive or non-igniteble? (17
waste is rendered non-reactive or non-igniteble,
see treatlment requirements.)

Are incompatible westes stored in separate tenks?
(1f not, the provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b) epoly.)

|

1

Facilities which store hazardous weste in surfece impouncments (Subperti K)

reactive or non-ianitable before sioreace in & ;il
(1f wastie is rendered non-reactive Or non-igrized’
see ireatment requirements.)

s e —————— - d—

1. Do surface impoundments have at least 60 cm (2 feet) ‘ )
of freeboard? ' ;

2. Do earthen dikes have protective cover? ;

. . t

3. Are waste an2lyses done when ihe impoundment is usec i

to store a substantially different waste then before? |
]

&, s the Treeboard level inspected at leest ceily? i

5. Are the dikes inspected weekly for evidence 07 leeks
or deterioretion?

1

6. PAre reactive & ignitable wastes rendered non-reeCciive
cr non-ignitable before storsoe in a -surface impound-
ment? ()f weste is rendered non-reactive or non-
igniteble, see treatment requirements.)

7. Are incowpatible wastes stored in different impounc- -
ments? (If not, the provisions of 40 CFR 265.17(b) ]
apply.)

Facilities which store hazardous weste in waste piles (Subpert L)
I3 . - - ‘

1. Are waste piles covered or protected from the wing? |

2. ls eéch in-coming movement of weste analyzec Sefore i
being added to the waste pile? {

K - i ;

2. Are leechate, run-off, and run-on controllec? (ine i :
effective date of this provision is Kov, 1¢, i%Z&l.) !

&, Are reective & ignitable wastes rendered nen '

Continued on next pege
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Hes the Regione) Administrator
been notivied regerding:

1.

2.

Receipt of hezerdous
weste Trom a2 foreign source?

Trensfer of Ownership?

Generel Weste Anglysis:

i.

cr -
Hes the owner ,operator obiéined
2 deteiled chemicel and
physicel enalysis of the waste?

or :
Does the owner operator have &
detéeiled waste anelysis plen on file
6t the Tecility?

Does the weéste analysis plan
specify procedures for inspection
and enalysis of esch movement of
hezerdous weste from off-site?

Securiiy - Do security measures include:

1.

2.

-
L O

N>

.J

2%-5our Surveillance?

krtificiel or Natura)
Barrier Around Fecility?

Controllec Entry?

Denger Sign(s) at
Entrance?

or
Do Owner Operetor lnspections

Include: L

1. Records of Malfunctions?

Z. Recoras of Operator Error?

3. Records of Discharges? -

4. lnspection Schedule?

5. Sefety, Emergency Equipment?

6. Security Devices?

7. Oper&ting end .
Structure) Devices?.

8. Inspection Log?

NNINNNEN NN

Yes
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liot
lnspectec

See Re-
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(€)

(F)

(#)

(B)

- - - - AR

Insj<cled Number

No.Personnel Tréimrng Records

‘Include:

1. Job Titles? a S
2. DESCriptién of Training? _lfi,_ L)
3. Records of Training? o <

1s Personnel Training Completed
within the Required Time Freme? f\)ﬁ

fre the Following

Special Requirements for

Jeniteble, Reactive, or

Incompatible Westes Addressed? V//

1. Special Hendling?

2. No Smoking Signs? - v// 4

;

3. Seperetion end »// )
- Confinement? 1;

- —

1V. PREPAREDNESS AND PRIVEKT)ON

Feintenence and Operation
of Facility:

1. 1s there anv evigence of fire,
Cxplosion, or release of
hezerdous waste or hazerdous : v/
weste constituent?

Does the Facility have ..
the Following Equipment:’

1. Klerm System? V/

——ee

_7
2. Telephone or 2-Wev Radios? __z:__ N __;Z______

- 3. Portable fire extinouishers,

fire control, spill control
equipment and decontamination V//
equipment?

Ingicate the volume of water end/or foem 2veileble for fire conirol:

Units:




